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REMARKS 

lr response to iV tlrJ Office Aehois of Ma\ '5, Apf derails t/at a>l rxrdiry 
danha pvsonth usKlv r ctnsiJofjlRM he ali-wed m \te\\ <n IK foiling reiuavs Cia^rps 1-1 1, 
i 4. ! 5, 1° 24, and 2^ 5.- a«e pooJng. o* v hn b d<rn> 1 , W 20, 2 1, e-d ^4 *ac ^dependent. 

Rejection of Claims 44-4& 

<■ lamis 44-4S w o r c rcKcU d ..s Ht: :g wvaiat able o^ cr Besr.rti id S Fateru \o 
5,818, 44< j i m \ of AU<\a C \leva. L'te-net md Netscape Tcicv to fwico Re^ued ostos T o 
Smport S:s ast Br^vu-irtg"} &\t FmsUt .b. Patent No. 0.297,* 19) 'XppbearJs ^pecfudy 
v„bnrt tb<c uuiho- B^rianr Alcvt. bursi, for ;r.iy prwx- eo;pbifiat\>n of me :cleie<teea. 
doscishes oi punch snggests a * of the features of claim 44-4S as de^or r vd 1~e Os\ 

Claim 44 

Inch pondo""'.. tdarn 4« ^eenes, ;«re<-' ,s/w, presenn% on a v hrornc poratm ,>f a buw ac 
di,->pL-A , h; adt it to at st-as: some of an mneii set of s<Jecteble _;uorac e uccks. an add nonai 
snd iu-v sc ; cc';-bie croons 1 element Jrat is related to funei cnahty nsWui by \ \\tb :esoutu- 
benut aceesstd cad rt ,noxnn< o; diaiu, ng tne additional and Ttev* sel^tubk chioiie lenient a 
jesnonae io do?tet*'tl igaooa to u seeord vu*b ^otrce, < 5t * ;ocit<.-d e'anr -4, Aon tcar.;s 
iev>et:odh <\^svt\ tLu neitl or "^it:am. Wxa. K:rs\ m>~ am ^joxi eomrnal'.or ofuv 
iueienees. desv-iiboN os p:opo~b Si-gif,v^ these icjtates 

Tbe OrViei* \< tkv '.ppeds to ic>\ on ^ cop^&'.nanoa of Ale>.a aud f ast -a iCiCLiing Ccst- 
fcramcs o^.adep^KUorr claim 44 See O'Mlo \otu.a /Ma\ 1 5, 2^"' t a page 2 ' Appai.ams 
,c--eeetkd > d,s.naee 

In parhecir, \«ova dt-scnivs p:cn?d«:x ; i targeted li& xA Lncs to sues :tfateJ l- 1 a woMiio 
eaaentls b*w nudcred h> a iseb '^rov.^ See Ak:\a ut na t -c i , Ines 5- ' ■? Ir one a°pet.t 
Alexa e.esusbes i i at advert'ovments may be jdded to a lootoar dssp"?y< d b\ 'ii- Ak-xa s>s\ a 
Nee Ah'Ki M pa^c 3, Ties 2i>2? Addrtg an cd\e^'sarLnt to the AY\a io-dhre no\\r%fs. dt'cs 
not d .'^r she o: s ^ets' p.*. ^iTt;ng on e enronu* rv:tiot> <)■ d biow st-s dt.^pU^ , in a4UUi^n to ai 
lea-f <*mw of an mual set ofsclcctaiit en^n;e e'cnieeif, an aod:'v>na s und ae^ selectable 
chronic elcnem thaf ,s u-laicd ;o lurct or.ab'.y oft>\d h\ ^ i\t<i wjy -osouuxr b^nt, accessed. 




b-iu<i };\ A I 1 et / 



Htst. the ad\ att\ctnent mereK a pionioltonaj message a^oat a company spon^iTrav 
ihc advea foment I ho Office Action jryit-? that A.ie\a ttaehe^ -ddsng uis 'VJv^rti'uig button" 
to t toolbar see Of ace Action o ! l!a\ 1 :\ 2W7 a\ pagv. 2 ' una Howe* a. the uted porf-on 
of A„e\a, or arv other portion of Aleka, doe-* not describe that lbs advertising;;; added to trsc 
toolbar r an "aovens-iig button " Raiiiei. Alex a desxjahes that an "ad" is added to ihc Alex a 
toolhai, hoi prouder no description or suggestion tb«i the "acf" is seieeJiiMe las an> ivpe of 
fuiiuionahi> See Aiexa at p^gt page ?\ line*. 21* 25 fncrefose, Aiexa fails to describe or 
*iigge:*i present ag an additional and ner* seVciairt ehn'Tne dement that rob:ed to 
fusict:onaLt\ offered b\ a iirs r web icson-xc being accesseC. 

Second, !-ic adsert^eroeiit desenhed m Atexa is not presented on x chrome potior, of a 
brow ser Jipplav instead, the jU\t,Tiisvmoni is d-spja>ed in the Alexa *oo;ba.u vshtch is ptoMdeo; 
n a separate w ndow thai works v- sth and accompanies the bio* so;. Sec -\k-xa at page 1 o ("'Trc 
Asexa Sors ict- appeal a on >our desktop tr its own w mdov\"). As shown in ihc f guie illustrated 
on page 10 of Alexa, th*. Ak-xa toolbar d^pla>ed a sepaiaie w meow front ihc browsu d^ptay 
and. therefore. ^ n-i sari ui the tbrome pons on o-'ihc hawsei dispk i* See k« >\s saeh, w hen 
die \le\a *■> steal! sec " an axbert semens to die Ateva toolbar, nothing is? a*, ded t<> the v-brumc 
portion pfth.e brow.ser . nsp-a vand the chrome po T Poi- of-Ju btows e; dispuo, icmams 
unchanged. 

Fberefoie, Aio a iad<= to desenbe or suggest presenting on a h^int. -jortmn ot a hro* ser 
^i^iay. -n ^ddnton to at seas* wmt of an in;?:al set of^eloe tabic tlronK. elcii-eius. an addi.tios;a" 
anti neu selectab'e chiorsie oV-ncra tbat is related fancuonaiity ,--iYered b> a ! >si web lesonad.- 
besng accesoO' 4 . and removing o? changing Ihc rtddit-onal and r.ew sokctabk ein-onie clemeni ni 
response to detected r.a\ nation to a second web reioaree. as needed in ela m 

Kcrs: eieseiiboa appbearson deUery ssstom dial allows a user to vlcct and enable 
c^n-p.-inens applications v. hose -unctiorabty becomes available to :iic user ihiough a cittt^ 
pto>p\ap ransnng on the uscj 's computer system See Ftasf ai t ol 2. nr.e^ ' H-?, . The 
application delivery astern -s premt.^ee: on a client piegsam tltat is separate irom the v^cb 
brovwet opcKUmg o;s the user's cumpfiSer >_e Far^f at F>s' 1 {^howkig a^er\-> corapntc; 
saving a v,eh iro\\?e^ prograns 122 and c s\^cm cheat 1 where die too 3 bar 1 14 ><r Fcrsi 
application d'v.hvc!> -".ysten; ^ separate from the web hro%\ser waioow 1 11} a:>J cos 4, lines 16 
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21. As a consequence* Furst docs not present on a chrome portion of a browser display an 
adci <onJ jii' en ? "ectab'e chto'rj e n/ s T c a ted ,o Lirdorim \ o-^juC n\ j fH; 

web resource being accessed, as recited by claim 44. Rather, as shown in Figs. 1 and 5, Furst 
describes displaying user interface elements or icons representing system and component 
application tools separate From the browser display. See Furst at coi. 4, lines 25-37 and col 8, 
lines 39-46. Therefore, Furst fails to describe or suggest presenting on a chrome portion of a 
biow ser disphry . in addihon to at least some of an initial so? of sexctahlc chsome clement?, an 
additional and new selectable chrome element that is related to functionality offered by a first 
wej te^oiFC*-. vi *p ,c> 1 ^oo *r C rom^ >n chot \^ ihc ^.ct-onal ^rc. v-v ^sAw^e 
chrome element in response to detected navigation to a second web resource, as recited in claim 
44. 

Furthermore, no proper combination of Aiexa and Furst describes or suggests these 
features. Specifically, even assuming, arguendo, that one would be motivated to combine Alexa 
with Furst and replace the advertisement added to the Alexa toolbar with a component 
application tool described in Furst, the combination would not describe or suggest presenting an 
additional and new selectable chrome element on a chrome portion of abiowscrJi^jay. As 
discussed above, the Alexa toolbar is displayed a separate window from the browser display and, 
therefore, is not part of the chrome portion of the br owser display. Accordingly, adding a 
component application tool described in Furst to the Alexa toolbar does not describe or suggest 
presenting an additional and new selectable chrome element on a chrome portion of a browser 

Moreover, oven assuming, arguendo, that a component application tool described in Furst 
is an element that is related to functionality offered by a first web resource being accessed, no 
motivation exists lor replacing the advertisement displayed in Aiexa with an icon representing a 
component application tool As discussed above, the advertisement is not a control element 
configured to Invoke functionality and, therefore, a person of ordinary skill in the an would not 
be motivated to replace the advertisement with such a control element. 

Accordingly, for at least the reasons described above. Applicants submit that neither 
Aiexa, Furst, nor any proper combination of the two, describes or suggests presenting on a 
chrome portion of a browser display, in addition to at least some of an initial set of selectable 
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cb~o rse tr enoMK n <V,d<t,<m J ^id .c^tb i v fir t^' o < it ( h<-. -. J . ^ u r^\op,..,x\ 

D„e-tJ l n M.St v^b ^oso :ceb'P^ 'v«L\->ci?nJ e!\DW"t?i eban*\>^' .he aoebeon laa* rw 
sok\ ^ rli cLrome en iicnt p* response K> k wtteu a.>s a-'xiu ic <.> soeone v\ „b ^oi'u os 
recited sn ciaim **4. 

3v." haai £u\s net «e neds iht. deii: erex* et \ e\e Hrst Np.esbt t\h :<~e ( Mve 
4enor s\dh at> tbat "it" tar d v» t n ex"d ru\ u^t est "he e, t ,,« ua 't\ ^fle ed b\ vK" web 
lesoeree be>^g jtuv a * Ve Op-lee AcLor ol ^ 2t 0" oe>;e 

H'e.v i >:o loi at lea^ t^ese iea^ r.s. Appl fa its sesps. Jtdlv ee^t^ r 0v* rs.de -I io„i w 
wax -Vv^l ui dv .c>epta\ oi udtix, cert u< v n: ~* 

CMih.* 45-48 

Wnh te^a to ue ~tni-ut t M is \tol ^aats :ecu -si "e> jhn-aw ion ^ f \i 

v\'tb<ldv" a' 2t N e ki \\K>m k , l.j'xit- 4<: 4S w , r> "be refers o"t.i-.\r K^p-asde or <. aj*n 
44 h> -ea?et> , -e^ vi Be-* „up A„\a ro* ,?>n rrop^ <->. ub idUw of x '0 e, cos 

devpbt* ' ' fexaaests. . ->c odd a<>n,J sub vet eu* tu T e.'ted p ^ep^rden c i rs 4< av 
described moreiiulv below. 

,o e\m-p!i J(-.v„iL, da»n4^ e^ieu^ J^o'-J H>'0 wo ! or\tit ^ 
ccflnoibs Uv v en " lOiucc ben^ atcos-^, Ne^boi "-ie^j^r. \lo^.7as r s, ior j.s % d ^pt 1 
coir^rn^uo^he.o ce^eeb, cosines of - c<Mie 

m <4e 2b Puvever, ^o^e c 1 idtrtr'xr pun olo, e> . tlsc. po tons, «>f K\ * ceso; J>c t>t 
n.^^m 1 "as 'J e cvo. stru =..0v a^i^ onrv-'re t len.ei * i ■> uctm^G ^ f ^ wvS ^s<.\rce \s i» 
,\ te^ed b 11 5 a\ ^en t>* t^c v eb d.ohs u« arpbL.^i< n k s -ecitoJ -n oeporee \ , t 

xai\t,' ^ m 2 of KiK ^bc v,vb oi^v scr "2^ n^nn^watc- a^av* 

we 'S> to 7 a lo^as.a^LtooiK-" 'e'ooi a^-splavtit .ne^ot 1 « v-^b^xe See b\ist at n 1 ^ e 
T-*>; b -^-a e cerise ^v—ax^a,,,^ to tne vi-^uo^ste MO eit pfOL'd.n 124 
iivnu> on a iuei at i, up .tc, roniraur.^ ,i -> ^ msejv ,i st^c. 22v! t rc ^v..>'iroie \ 
<?n^I t.^t it i\ t> ) s, 2H> to i^rc, > e nua]\I web .v j tt = o. e>mforeit afp \ J'oa . >uo 
Si at to. Ik ^ >-o' t 1 iv ' *^ <\s m cb, :he actual ^ cb 4 xe 2i0 btirg .crossed 'n 1 10 
we ) ji» Vv.ei *2- n v .i \ N pan p uep.p .a e paud t- "\ob >^t.- 1 - .ornpo st a^p sc^ su i tools 
^-stead, n st*pa t ^e at ^K^^air aa.i ^tdu .e set\u - "ht p'. /■ del we"> tijcsj o^ 
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c >"}pi>* evibi lioo , .e-Ois lie*eVt lust ' * s \->Uc^.^K'Oi sl^v*'" tnx tie re 5 J t „ 
st. e ' hie ^.Votrc eV ^c^t is Jc " iee h\ 1 v c ^<.'- *t i \e b e T n\ ae^e^S wd N Lvijatieo <>1 the 
wtb ^ ov .pp. e tt on, «- at o p depereej\ vL\r -*5 

It' at c»=5t th s aJk 't cpake^on \ep i. w iesp *cUa1 \ 'ixjiuM *v< o^sreTt on ?r>i 
hs'uStw o ~o! ci"^ 4>> oepe"oe (, t ol n^ 

- . oCii o , i^pe \ to! t aa\ - f « siuics *hai arrea.epce i<- tre <i^'!, r. se.d ^le 
r'Ton.c eiwpcrl .^"oj^cl f\ tnc Ae.tr .chsiuw ic <vct<>svd aqv\1tnt . a ™ fe» test' at 
.ia e j ot,ai >\ rio&a apo > sdtxue- s oi 'be uadttson^ 1 . st ee aD ! e -.5 ou, e .no^, a JoJpicJ b\ 
i^e w jv> roit i>*.e Pes j <ui9^vi, a s v sVnei da * eLtrt ~§ vcpos Uut i sc aiv .t.o^a sc\A 
e \orre L^.t v \i p s <n sdeu e\ t e ^ t'< .e^o iiL^ ho iu, ao essed 

v.ii>t\->se<.. >\ i,b 'c-nc-t to ela\p 4s, 2- ai si \Ua to oesa a a «n Micas' J at * s j ^ui *iC!eI 
&e J eeUb'e t "sr. '~\ c ^ pnt^ ^ tlet neU b\ V * .b rcso- *.e ae^s^e^ ' % lav^otstvi . t ae 
v,e f * '"it'Hs nu am uiuoi h- c o t, r< rst J^o f ai^ \> o>es*. iDo ut sM^t^c^t f, u a^n^a,. <: N roe oi 
^i.' « I s L ot a! -v. 1 oo.ai ^ t K o^u c e it o, Qjiir< J o\ ' c v>c .C t'U. ^ so.n : j^L^M-a as- 
~cr \\\ \i ^ la r -ij. a iu ia x^ai\Ji_\ , 1 i\>>ke ' ^cU <. sk> i o the acVJuc •• ! vUa~I<. cPjcp e 
Oxt. °eri 5^ iV 1 \c ^ t *c xvQ-s iPb' M^e ^e ao^e^e^ as v£. ^ei, n, via' p -»T 

\K ,, ecf\f i 4.i tt.-r ^std w J r "especl U> e a >r h^, Ties; Jc$<;" ^t, va^ j samrau cl r> 
* jL,>an <x * a ^c^ots p<ouee L.e pan Fe p^vcs ,.-io apo^e iE tpr' i oi»>" 'oo * 
I l u*-> F^s fa'N to oesanbe >'< ?i g^cs; nil lie »uj en, 1 eLx sab a cauvrt e!t re T \ 5 ^ p.oijsiee' 
n \ the v eP »ejoi';0v. ^ pg ..vested, wiiuUuian 45s 

<5i' \ c ^ x * <~aM t aJea\ i a' "c. ^ons \pj.>i^j ^-^v - u Is v^ 
,e^<m^,oo > t at\s i JTW .Jf„,va5 u + 1 te vie"" on- of eepe^e'erU ^ ^ sp- 4^-4^ 

{ \n a 14 e Hi ^^-^ w^e ^ejec ui ^ Dc^.y U'^'en^j'C ct "i." + -a,i i ! v»eu o, 
iv>e(» ^ Vc i V ti -r N Ak^a, ani' FjW \mKasN a^pta i L\ ^i^ti ,i i reu.itf 
3iT\n ; Io\ e \eo, Ka' ro p p't per eorihnJaxi Jus icicjcncs?, v'e-se lhes or 
PxO^u > su<;_'^'c. al'v'J :re vMr-osnf. r.p* '4,^9 .rv 32-^ ^jcsukw o\> 
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Claims J 4 mid 19 

[nJependsTit claim 14 i= directed to a web browser thai, w(w alh^ includes a ch-ome 
display program thai is configured to receive modified chrome specifiers that cause the chrome 
display program to return chrome, from chrome including an added control element, to a default 
chrome. Applicants respectfully submit that neither Bertram, Hoyie, Alexa, Furst, nor any 
proper combination of the references, describes or properly suggests this feature. 

The Office Action concedes thai "Bertram does not explicitly leach the chrome returns to 
a default chrome when the chrome specifier is not associated with the current web site" and 
relics on Hoyic for this feature. .See Office Action of May 15, 200'.' at page 1 7. in particular, the 
Office Action cites Hoiye at col. 9, lines 42-52 and 62-67, and col, H), lines 1 1-13 and argues 
that a "default browser is used to display the specific web page." "default browser becomes a 
customized browser by add or remove icon onto or off the tool bar of the default browser." and 
"a default browser is returned when the user access to another link." See id-. Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Office Action's characterization of the identified portions of Hoyie 
and submit that Hoyic fails to describe or suggest returning chrome, from chrome including an 
added control element, to a default chrome. 

Specifically, the identified portions of Hoyic describe that when "a user has entered a 
web page" a program "initiates operation of the user s default browser and directs it to access 
and display the specified web page." See Hoyie at col. 9, lines 49-52. In another portion, Hoyie 
describes that the "program is operable to respond to the user's selection of any one of the links 
by accessing the selected web page using the default browser." See Hoyie at coi. 10, lines 1. 1-13, 
in referring to "default browser," Hoyie is not making reference to the chrome that is displayed 
on the browser display, but rather referring to the default program on the user's computer that is 
used to access weh pages. For example, if the default browser on the user's computer is 
"Internet Explorer," the computer accesses web pages using Internet Explorer. In another 
example, if the default browser on the user's computer is "Netscape Navigator," the computer 
accesses web pages using Netscape Navigator. As such, by describing that a default browser is 
used to access web pages. Hoyie describes that a particular browser program is selected from 
among possible browser programs {e.g., Internet Explorer and Netscape Navigator) for use in 
accessing web pages without regard for the chrome being displayed by the default browser 
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p T otzii.T {J \k>, i c j^ck 'cd f»\>Kns to\ !o da iVl dcscfs^c o, ii /j-Oi.t :„.ji»\ps droo e 
i'sw, i.hio tit s"H " ,r\ a*. OtO lo'^kjI c.urent, to » uc*4 j'i .'I no/iit' 

\erbei \ e\ , jo: F est 'tarWv ! "t f t o o:s. or Hovle to describe v ^u^aeM ar; 
< writ? hen c >r oi \ 1 fdedirg <*.:, ae'oee' n^io c ..tick, 1 > a Je\u It ^.II- ir^ a > >•> <V 
Off oe A.cvn voi- Ttu t tbai ALxe n uj^ does so 

Accoif. ^gh fo: -I k'j^t i!\s v -l^o^s AppliLae^ lesjecijJ ^ t^o^co 'eevts.de'vt oj 
arti w troiaw <t u> I w -t joe" o» o iiuc^u\it*.5t l am 1 ^l^snj !l ccpcnur^ : s tieiro>i 

C/gaas -12-35 

\\ iin ie & d;t* - opcode; si t .a nv 32-35 Vprbeams tei,acs; :eco isO. or a.sJ 
v 4 ,}va\\ a' t»; tec tc]s.v io^ o \\dso s 22 3*> lo^>> *o J c k?soj o T 'V! <Vper x eeros o i <. h rr 
1- Ir aJu i or Sv. t! :s Pat t .n Ho\ c Alcxe l^si no* pjoncj (oufoiuat o> re 
i f o'C de\e r ioes ^ ^ye*-^ tre t <Jci . o*i.i! sifmct ra.u , % :^u ir cIc v K"i Lr2 J«ins ^-^N 
doscr 'xv xv"'. ei ^ pt2o\.\ 

i ,vr> 5 J 3t, al'Lu.^n . , , c cop* fw t ^p.s ^-4n ,eo *t .eacc 4 smpuj ,n 
*{ v 5s.cr^a i\ darn? I s 4b, evcc;ne\ Vnil" tr 1 no ^ oi.no- o c'a tH \s -tl-^s ^i^O^f^o 
-\a ^.cj^m- I\i 4 ^, 'i! T cc" ' n i. the tc aureus lecKCtl clarr^ v)t u x^.,o^ ; 

KLn 1" ^fxi" a } vt r o 9 T t o^osu. oi a, ka^f ii^e ao^uur* » jcj^ops v'is.u?--o: a(~mo 
v^ptxi K> c ao^v 4^ ^8. A"V carts rcspco^u ly '■ccoost I <^' , 0, s >ie- H.op -y.J w 1 lu'av, rJ o fit, 
rsjectiot? of claims 32--3S. 

MejmHm of Claims Ml, 15, 20-24, 28-31, 3i} -4X and 49-55 
C/ato i> 9, 2iK and 21 

C;a;P^ 1 '-K and 21 *ae rejected under 35 L S C, ^ \^\\) d* buir.i; urpaiCi^able 
ever Hc:trant in siev o.f Hoyk Apolicanis r^spfCtmiH ^uhnrt thai neither Bert: an. Ifovle, uo-r 
a f vy propci L\ i :tioi;satn^i of the two, oesenhes or pr^peth suggests r J* nl *bt.' .e^u-u-s of 
c aept pJcnt <..ainv- L ^o, ard 2 1 

' or esaTsple, ,'idopenden: cL-im ' p;< oirxxtod tv,- a \>n b'<o><>>?e: that mcluks, ;>Uf! ^u.., a 
chronic vkspiax progs ant (.onhyuteJ ,o ie:ci\c chfouie specs tiers associaSe-i xv d the current we> 
site, whore tH vh-^n.e spec i: it r? t aus<. t ;t chtonie .bfcplav piogia:n to add a new control clear en* 
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least one element of the chrome that was displayed prior to the addition of the new control 
element. The new control element is configured to invoke functionality related ?o the current 
web site being displayed. 

Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 because 
neither Bertram, Hoyie, nor any proper combination of the two, describes or suggests at least 
these features of independent claim 1. 

Specifically, in Bertram, parallel chronics or toolbars are used to accommodate users of 
oifferug seph-^hc<n\or In columns 5 and t\ Bertram descries, !he utiuts of paialld ebsunies in 
vanous context? that service users of different sophistication, such -as shopping mall kiosks and 
browser-equipped terminals at the home or throughout an office. See, e.^., Bertram at col 5, line 
59 to col 6, line 21. For instance, the user interface that the system of Bertram provides for a 
child includes a simplified version of a chrome, whereas the user interface provided for a parent 
is a correspondingly more complex version of chrome. Compare Bertram Fig. 2 at item 3 
(showing a simplified children's version of chrome having .four controls depicted as a Capitol 
building, a car, a printer, and a house, respectively) with Bertram Fig. 3 at item 3 (showing an 
adult version of chrome having nine controls, each control depicted as graphical icon and text 's. 

By adjusting the complexity of the chrome, Bertram contemplates modifying the 
appearance of the chrome and changing the control elements displayed in the chrome. More 
particularly, only pictures are included in the chrome of the child toolbar of Figure 2 white words 
are included in the chrome of the adult toolbar of Figure 3. The adah toolbar of Figure 3 
includes more control elements than displayed in the child toolbar of Figure 2. Referencing the 
above-mentioned examples, Bertram explicitly describes various control elements that would be 
added or removed Iron - a chrome, as follows; 

(!) an address bar is included In the adult toolbar, bat not the child's toolbar: 
(2) the adult toolbar includes the ability to invoke multiple concurrent browser 
instances; 

(}.) more complex and numerous choices are ottered to adults. 
See Bertram at col. 5, lines 33-45 and col. 5, line 55 to col. 6. line 2 1 . 

These examples illustrate that Bertram modifies the user interface with control elements 
that are appropriate for the sophistication and requirements of the accessing user, in doing so. 
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the fmieUonabn ol tbi cc-tuuii cements arc rot ichited 10 me eurreia web^-e 'way e"aspia\ed, 
but rvmher provide g°rxne fLncnomihf} that is uukpenderst i f the current website hehia 
displayed, bbm.hly, the Office Action icteis to the control clement "home" ano "prmf j$ 
control ck-monK ocmf cured 50 invoke fanetmnabn related to tsu c mrem wcbsiT? bemg 
dtspsas ed Ve 1 M'rke \cU01 of Ma\ > ~ n 0 7 at pagt e However, the tb?eti-m:mty of "home" 
a? c "p"- nf comu c .rk ,n b 5 $ let. s.nte tega^f ess 01 i'e w „bsMe r em^ 0 sp aved aaJ, h-eteloi.., 
iu-t related to file curent website being dispkned "I hns, Be? tram fails 50 describe or ^ug & -c^i a 
chronic Jipphn piegram configured receive chromi, specifier associated with tk. current v. eh 
ske, wiiere the chconie specifiers cause the chiopae disphvs program to add a n ov* contr ol i kmcnt 

it_J,J iff ? i X t kt, I _T ! V I tU.j j L> i.r. .v.. "> S t ^ i^^- 

emrome bemg d'Spla^ ---d on lite chrome portion of she hiowsef d^pbry w -tsk niauuasmng at least 
one cormel element of the chrome that w i* aspld\cd pnoi t L - the aekhtson 1 f the new ._onr.ro! 
demerit as. rer; id by independent claim \ 

f\pplk aMs submit that ICo\k docs not retried} Bertram's futbarc to descuhe os suggest 
tbc^f Icatii ;<.<=. fordoes the OfPcv. Aenon cunluid that lloyk doc so 

Traefore for -\l leas' these rea^ous. Applicants respectfully request re-, onstderatiots and 
vwthd-awal of the rejection o, ukkr>eTsder- el a mi 1 and cbmrj 9 dent nana? theteiTern. 

Regarding tlx sejecuor of mdependeU claim afi as being unpatentable c\er Bertram n 
oj lo 1 !e \v< v.i^f.fr'a'u 1 r\ thai ^e, \ u 3err t ni >-^le iu s n> pre~\ 
comnsnanon of ihe wo. dco^^bes or pu>pe:5y sugges'3 ail of the features of indtpcmknt clam* 

In particular, iridependent cbnra ^0 ^ dneetcd to a web browser program that, i>ii t r ah-*. 
include a c^nnxic dispMs program eonrlaur^d tr- recede chrome spec-fiers a^.ciated with the 
cerreji: web ^stc. wherein the chronic specifiers cause the eh pause displas program to niooifv less 
than ail of she comic ekments on the chrono htrm di.^pla\ed 01 the chrome portion of Iht 
bufl^: dtspiax and at kTtM ot'-t ni"diikd eontr-oi clement contpauicd to inv \s.l fmiftionaht} 
reiatec to the tt,r.c ut v. eb site be.ng dssplayed. As deser-oed abo\ e, Bertram, Hoyle, alone rsr m 
iltt proposed eombtnaUon, do not describe or -mggest a e^uonic dsspla> program eoraign-ee. n> 
rect'-.^ c orne speetiier? associated \% dK the cun ept w co s;te, ubere the clmmit ^pteifiers ta^se 
the v-biosrse dsspb'A m-.^ram to add ne\% routio: eUTncnt that ;s cunilgareO io c.vokc 
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umctionaliiy rdited to iho current web site bemg displayed to the chrome hemg delayed or the 
ebome portion "fthe hjowscr display Therefore. Bertram, ihsyle. ah fit c or in the proposed 
combination, also do not describe or ^jygtsr a chrome display program configured to receoi. 
:h ore -room ^ lS „ osated s :h the ei :*cr* w e*> si\, wncre irk chso~<e b-c ,ic ,aase i\c 
chrome *Lsosay program to nodes' less than ail of iho control element- on the chrome heing 
displayed on Ihe chrome porhon of the brow sea d:,spla\ and at least one modified control element 
is configured 10 invoke functionality related to Hie current web site being displayed as rooted ra 
independent claim 

Iherehbie, I'm at Last these reasons. Applicant respectfully request recensmeionon and 
w ithdmwai of ihe sorption of independent Jams 20 

i<e;=.e<ua^ i e ie>eetior ^klt-peeou^ Jain ?1 as hemg unpatertf M .* o^e^ rSu'zaei r. 
wow oflloyle, Apphcants respectful;} submit that neither Bertram, Hoyle. nor an\ proper 
combination of the two, describe* or properly suggests ail of the features of independent c,atni 
1 

For example. independent claim 21 directed to a method for r<r-eotifi.m mg ehreiTsu of a 
use: interlace tc a web nrowper program and recites inte r aba. ;>ddmg a new control element to 
toe chrome being displayed on Uic chrome portion of the brow <-«r display w hiie maintaining at 
least one element oi die chrome that was displayed prior to tne aodiii-v. of die new control 
element. As described ahm e, Bertram, Ho>ie, alone or in the pr oposed combination, do nm 
describe or suggest i ohiomc display program cord Igured to receive chrome spec* tiers a^oeiattd 
with the cuneat web Mte. where the chrome spee ultra cause the ebrorn- displtc} piogram to add 

co l dee us i <4 !■> 0Hj nt ui o la Av, i^i t t'Ureh^u'o \ ,n'er f vJ-> - f e 
f-emg easphived to the chronic oeing displaced on the chrome portion of the browser display 
while maint:onmt/ at least one control eicnem of the chrome that vxas displayed ptmr to me 
addnst>n of the new control element Therefore, Bertram. Hoyle, a" one ot in the proposed 
eombiratn-n, al&o do- not devitbe or suggest uddmg a new control element that is configured to 
rnvc-ke functionality 'elated to the current wth site being displayed to She chrome being 
displayed i-n the chrome portion of the browser disomy whde mamiaimrsg at kv,si one eono-oi 
element of the thronst- that suis display co pror to the addihon of (tie new control element, a,^ 
required h\ nideoeadent claim 21. 
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fnercfoie. for a> leist the^e reasons Applicants respeetlidh lequesa ret.oii5ideratior; and 
with<.hav\ al <k the rejection of nukpuiduit dann 2 1 . 
Claims I & 10, !L 22-24, ami 55 

Chirrs % 10, I k 22-24. and 55, which each depend directly or indirectly from claims 
1 or 2 1 . have been re-eettd a^ Hemg unpatentable over Bertram in slew oikdoyk and A leva. 
Akr\& doc<; not rcmee> die failure of Bertram and flosk to describe 0£ t.ugi;est Lie st'hitret iratter 
o r elasms I and 2 1 Thercfote. for at leas* the reasons discussed aho\ e with respect to claims 1 
and 21, Anp \z.-tis Kapeeff, Jeiet, a'-n *ei orv,Uv\,U"o\ .ire wnndiawa'' y ,ee ic eet oe o, *A, i 
3 5 8, U\ 1 i, 2:-:-, and 55. 

CfafaM 28-3 1, 36-41 and 49-54 

(lain^ 2S-31. 30-43, and 4^-54, which each depend unwh ^ iruhrerdv from claims 1, 
20. or 21. base been i ejected as heuiii unnai enable «\er Bertram in % kw tr' iIo\:e ane Fia,4 
,"\ r Joo ou In t r! i t ,i' u ilo\ t toJi d '< os m b e i *>]ec \ > 

or\la:nife k 20, and 21. 'Hie-efoie, for al least the reasons discussed aho\e with respect to claims 
k 20, and 2k \ppbcaiit c . ; especially request reconsideration and \%ith<baval ol the lejcchoa ot 
drum 28- 3 k 36-^3. and 4' '-54 

In addition, claim;- 2?-51. which depend fruirs claim k edamis 36 3 (i , whxh depend from 
zUmt 20. and claims 40-43, ^hch depend b-om claim 2 k although dii'i'cRni ir. .-cope -rom 
c'c-Kiis 45-4S, eaeb ente katuies simkEsi *•> thost recped bv . lanns J-5-4X, respective*) Smn!ai 
to the reieet-oe oi ■„ [r-.w.s 45 -4K, ihe Oilke \cuon relies s.>n I urst Iot leacdaig ire features? recited 
n claims 2S-31 and 30-43 fhefeku-e, ioi at least the additional reasons, discussed above with 
respect to ciamis 45-48, Appikams lespcctruUy request reconsideration and w Ltkb^wal of die 
rejection oi'elaims 2^-3! and 50-45, 

Claims 2* 4-7, .ami IS 

Clams 3, 4 7 and >\ wnidi c^ebdepeid dsrectls o: i^dre^!> jeci rlaiu l,ba\ebee;< 
icjfcted under 35 LSf I) kCna! ai>bem^ eapaidUabsc over Beitram m \;e^ o^lio>ie, .\le\a, 
and ! ursi m snnlKr \ iev% of one of Miller ("An lntrodr,s.tion !o the Resource IVicnption 
Fiamcwojkr I>-kib Magazine, Max 1 99S, pages L- 12k Pcycr (k.^. Patent No <>k? ), 
Brow 'a p'l smg Netseapt- 2" published by Que ( orporahoo 1^5, page 74), and Alexa 2 ("Ad on 
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{he Bin Campaign Supplements Mela's Focused ■xdvcnisme, program." 

blip Anww alexit.con; press press release? <ki lum). pasfu? i -3, published 1 ?''i;j<i°^T}. 

Nor.o of \1::lei, Vo\cr. ftrowru or ,Me\a 2 iemed> the failure of A!«\j, i'knle, Bennan. 
,ekl i ufst, alone or in eopooinatK-n, to describe or suggest Hit: <a.ibjeef rr,w.c~ oi dams 1 
Iheretore. neither Bertram, Ilosk-. AWa. Ko;-;t. MtUe* Pe\er. Bicvmj. Alexa 2, no? ain 
combination of the referu t es. d^enbt; ot suggcrs- tne s^b^ect matter of clam I . 

For as leas! the jeasons discussed ahosc \uik respect to e'uun 1, Apphcai ts respectful!) 
rt\{ia:s- rectfisioeratioii and ^urtdnrisal of the rciecuo^ oiMtntns 2. 4-", ana If. wh^h depend 
dirt-ctl) ot indirectly fiom cLint 1, 

Co«cI«stoa 

h ;s ^ehesed that all of the penduu issues lu\e 00.11 addressed. Howe\u, the absence of 
a reply to a specific injection, ii'sue or comicrti docs not sayuh agreement woy 01 eoneess.on 
o^tikif fesectson, <5SU> or eoiDitieot In addition, bemuse the di^ujn.nrs made abo\ <- may not be 
rvhau^snu theie ma\ he reasons far patentability of any ot all nerving cUims ^-j oilier claims) 
trial ita\e not heai eKxestvd Fu\ail\. nothing m this reply shouk be construed us an uuui" to 
concede arty issue. \vi?h regaui to anv e.aini, except as specifically stased in flu-* tepH. and .he 
ametidruuit of un\ eham doe= not rccessanly satn'fy eouees^mn »f uupatertuhi : :l> of the claim 
prior to i ts ^mestdtitteftL 
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